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NATO VIEWS ON MILITARIZING THE MERCHANT FLEET DISCUSSED 
Moscow MORSKOY FLOT in Russian No 9, 1978 signed to press 2 Aug 78 pp 58-60 
[Article by M. Zontov: "The Merchant Fleet and Militarization" | 


[Text] The governments and military leadership of the developed capitalist 
countries have always considered, and continue to consider, the maritime 
merchant fleet one of the most important constituent parts of their mili- 
tary potential. In Article i0l of the U.S. Merchant Shipping Act of 1936 
(with amendments and appendices in 1946 and 1970), it is directly stated 
that in the interests of safeguarding national security, nations ought to 
have a merchant fleet such as would be able, in the event of war or the 
advent of an extraordinary circumstance, to assure the necessary volume of 
military cargo transportation. This concept was advanced in the Congress 
of the United States as early as April, 1948 by the Secretary of the U.S. 
Navy, who declared that the merchant fleet, as an integral part of the 
framework of the national security, should be prepared to carry out wartime 
assignments in much the same fashion as the army, navy, and air force. No 
less important a role in the national security system is assigned to the 
merchant fleet by the governments of Great Britain, France, the FRG, Italy, 
Japan, Norway, and a number of other capitalist countries. 


During the Second World War, the merchant marine fleets of the capitalist 
states were widely employed for the transport of military cargo. Military 
supplies were transported aboard them aiter the war as well. Thus, during 
a 3-year period, about five million troops and more than 73 million tons 
of assorted military supplies were delivered to the militarized zone in 
Korea from U.S. ports and from American military bases. Apart from mili- 
tary ships and commercial vessels chartered through private companies, 
these shipments were accomplished by approximately 500 older merchant 
vessels from the U.S. reserve fleet. 


According to American press reports, during the U.S. aggression in Vietnam, 
roughly 70 percent of all troops and 98 percent of military supplies were 
transported by sea. From 1965 to 1972, more than 85.7 million tons of 
military cargo and approximately 16 million tons of fuel for American war 
equipment were delivered to ports in South Vietnam and Thailand from the 
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United States; indeed, around 75 percent of the cargo was apportioned to 
merchant vessels chartered under various contracts by the U.S. Navy trans- 
port service with shipping companies. 


As the organ of the U.S. Navy transport command, the journal SEALIFT, 
reported in the January 1973 issue: In order to assure military transport 
during this period, more than 170 vessels had been chartered. Moreover, in 
the final stage of the conflict in Vietnam, the naval transport command 
additionally chartered for the evacuation of "refugees" five merchant 
vessels of the "Pioneer Commander" class from the "United States Lines," 
and three from "Central Gulf Steamship," as well as seven tugs and 14 
biryes from the company, “Alaska Barge and Transport," and several foreign 
merchant vessels. 


The merchant fleets of the capitalist nations accomplish a whole series of 
specialized missions which are in no way connected with meeting the needs 
of international maritime trade. 


During the Korean War, there were approximately 150 transports and merchant 
vessels among the total of 260 landing craft at the landing of American 
troops at Inchon. One may site examples of the participation of merchant 
vesseis in the troop landing on the Egyptian shore during the Anglo-Franco- 
Israeli aggression of October-November 1956; in the period of armed inter- 
vention of American troops in Lebanon in June 1956; during the invasion by 
British forces into Yemen in December 1956; the landing of mercenaries on 
the Cuban shore in April 1961; as well as Turkish forces in Cyprus in July 
1974. 


Inasmuch as the merchant marine fleet is an active component of the naval 
strength of the capitalist countries, merchant vessels are more frequently, 
and on a larger scale, being enlisted to accomplish missions related to 
military preparedness of the navy in peacetime. In particular, they are 
being used for the formation of convoys and the imitation of convoy tactics 
during naval exercises of the capitalist nations. In the NATO scheme, 
Norwegian merchant vessels which, during an exercise, haul troops, armament, 
and military equipment, are especially frequently being employed for these 
purposes. 


Well known is the instance in which NATO headquarters chartered from private 
companies 30 merchant vessels to support a joint strategic naval exercise 
under the name, "Norten Wedding," conducted in September 1970 in the North 
and Norwegian Seas. 


At the end of April--beginning of May 1975, the joint naval forces of NATO 
carried out an exercise in the western part of the Baltic Sea under the 
name, "Blue Harrier-75," in the process of which problems having to do 

with mine-laying, and the neutralization of mine-barriers in the tidal 

zone were worked out. According to foreign press releases, merchant vessels 
participated along with military vessels of the FRG, Denmark, Norway and 
Belgium. 














At the beginning of 1973, NATO naval headquarters charted from the company, 
"Prudential Grace Lines," the "Italia," a vessel of the class LESH for a 
specialized exercise under the name, "Charger log," the basic aim of which 
was to effect the transfer of military cargo underway on the high seas from 
the LESH class vessel to a military ship. This operation was carried out 
with the aid of helicopters and barges following along the vessel's course 
from Spain to a port on the eastern coast of the United States. 


in this same time period, an experimental transport operation was conducted 
which involved the transfer aboard a ship of the "Seabee" class of an army 
aviation company from a port on the Gulf of Mexico to an airbase situated 

on the Rhine. Barges were unloaded in Rotterdam, and additional equipment 
was delivered to the site by helicopter. After the completion of the opera- 
tion, as was reported in the American press, the head of the rear echelon of 
ground forces in Europe, Major General John Appel, expressed the thought 
that ships of the "Seabee" class could find the same broad use in wartime 
objectives as they do in peacetime, especially in the military operations 

of the European theatre. 


In connection with this, a special symposium was held in the United States 
in May and June of 1973 to examine the possibility of the use ot LESH and 
"Seabee" class vessels in war-time objectives. Participating in its work- 
ings were 65 representatives of all branches of the armed forces, the mari- 
time administration, and private shipping and shipbuilding companies. The 
experiment of the naval exercises with the participation of vessels of this 
class was summarized, and recommendations were worked out for their use in 
the accomplishment of similar missions in the future. 


Other important missions which the merchant fleet is at the present time 
carrying out in the interests of the military leadership of the capitalist 
countries are: The material-technical support of naval fleet formations 
located in regions tar trom their permanent stations; the refueling of 
warships at sea; the outfitting of merchant ships for the prolonged 
storage of military equipment, armament, and provisions in the event of 
war, and so forth. 


From what has been said, one may easily understand the position assigned 
the merchant fleet in military operations by the ruling circles of the 
capitalist nations. As early as 1955, Rear Admiral Walter Ford of the 

U.S. Navy suggested that the U.S. Merchant Marine should become the fourth 
branch of the armed forces, and in 1973, writing in the journal, SEALIFT, 
then head of the U.S. Navy transport command, Admiral John Chase, advocated 
the necessity of studying to the maximum degree the use of the resources 

of the maritime transport should an extraordinary situation arise in the 
future. Some western military spokesmen go into this question still further, 
considering that the basic purpose of the merchant fleet is its military 
application. 


The importance of missivns carried out by the merchant marine fleets of the 
capitalist countries in the commercial and military sectors has engendered 














diverse forms of government regulation and the stimulation of production 
from national shipping and shipbuilding companies. These forms depend on 
the makeup of the economic structure, the general volume and quality of 
the national merchant fleet, as well as the functions it is called on to 
perform in the national economic system. However, irrespective of the 
specific country, one may attribute the direct and indirect subsidization 
of the activities of shipbuilding companies, the payment of exploitative 
subsidies to national shipping companies, the preferential crediting of 
shipyards or assignment of government guaranties in lieu of their crediting 
by private financial organizations, as weil as various types of loans--to 
the basic measures which governments usually implement in this line. 


in accordance with the law governing merchant shipping, the U.S. government 
has the right to pay a subsidy to shipbuilding companies in an amount up 
to 55 percent of the construction cost of a vessel. Moreover, in wartime, 
above and beyond this percentage, and at government expense, heavy-duty 
derricks can be installed on merchant ships, and adaptations necessary to 
refit for transport of landing forces can be made. In case of war, or the 
advent of an extraordinary circumstance, the government has the right to 
requisition subsidized vessels and use them according to its discretion. 
In 1961, the law was amended by Paragraph no. 18, which definitively 
affirmed the right of intervention of the U.S. government in the affairs 
of the national merchant fleet. 


It should be said that from the moment the Second World War ended up to 
1970, the U.S. government paid out to private shipbuilding companies about 
2 billion dollars in construction subsidies. Relative to the modernization 
program now being conducted on the U.S. merchant fleet, based on the period 
from 1970 to 1980, the sum of government subsidies will total 3.9 billion 
dollars, including 500 million dollars for the restructuring of shipyards 
for the multiple production of individual classes of ships. 


/ 
In Britain, the Ministry of Trade and Industry, in participation with the 
Secretariat of the U.S. Navy, financed the British company, ‘“Hovermarine," 
which builds air-cushion craft such as the NM-2. Commonly, they find as 
much application as light landing and patrol craft as commercial passenger 
vessels. 


In France, the shipbuilding industry receives a subsidy of from 20 to 30 
percent of the cost of construction of a vessel. The volume of government 
capital investment in the construction of commercial tonnage under the 
seventh economic and social development plan, for the period from 1976 to 
1980, according to preliminary figures, should total about 28 billion 
francs. 


In Italy, a subsidy scale was established for the shipbuilding industry of 
from 18 to 27 percent of the cost of a new vessel. Expenditures for the 
development of all types of transport under the 1976-1980 plan should total 
9,376 billion lira, including 588 billion lira for modernization and con- 
struction of ports. 








in Japan, official subsidization of shipbuilding was practiced up until 
1956. Nonetheless, from 1956 to 1968 the private shipbuilding industry 
received from the government about 340 billion yen in secret subsidies. 
Credit extension to shipbuilding enterprises in the country is wisely 
practiced by government or private financial organizations given ..witable 
government guaranties. In recent years, construction of Japan's merchant 
fleet has come to be based on preferential credit primarily through bank 
development, with an average credit scale approaching 65 percent of the 
cost of the vessel. Such credit is extended, as a rule, for a term of 12 
years with a 3-year deferred payment at 6.5 percent per annum of which the 
government pays 1.5 percent. Aside from this, municipal banks extend credit 
for shipbuilding for a term of, on average, an even 5 years at 9.45 percent 
per annum, of which the government pays 1.95 percent. Correspondingly, tle 
measure of self-sustaining capital held by a shipping company upon receipt 
of the order for a new ship frequently does not exceed 10 percent of its 
construction cost. 


In Sweden and Denmark, governmental credit comprises, on average, about 

80 percent of a vessel's cost, and in Sweden is extended for a term of 8 
years at 6.5 percent per annum, and in Denmark for 10 years at 6.25 per- 
cent. Similar practices are followed in a number of other capitalist coun- 
tries. 


Along with the subsidization of shipbuilding, governments also pay shipping 
magnates exploitative subsidies with the aim of increasing the competitive- 
ness of the national merchant fleet and stimulating the construction of new 
classes of ships, but also, in a number of cases, in order to maintain a 
certain amount of freight traffic over routes which are important from a 
military viewpoint. in the United States, for example, the government 
currently subsidizes the shipping of more than 30 lines. The majority of 
these operate over routes which connect the ports of the eastern and 
western shores of the United States with the ports of continental Europe, 
the Mediterranean Sea, North Africa, the Near East, Southeast Asia, and 
countries of the Caribbean Basin. 


The governments of Sweden, France, the United States and a number of other 
capitalis: countries have paid, and continue to pay, significant exploita- 
tive subsidies to passenger-ship companies which, in a number of cases, is 
explained by military considerations, since passenger ships have always 
been widely used for transportation of troops. 


Beyond the already mentioned forms of government regulation, it is also 
known that several military departments openly use for their own purposes 
the achievements of scientific-technical progress in civilian shipbuilding. 
Particular attention is directed here to container-ship transport. 


Thus, in the United States, a special program, targeted for the period 
from 1975 to 1980, was initiated in order to study the possibility of 
using container-ships as naval auxilliary vessels. It stipulates the 








carrying out of a joint investigation by organs of the U.S. Maritime 
Administration and py U.S. Navai Headquarters to determine the optimal 
type of vessel which is suited for military as well as commercial trans- 
port. Im accordance with this plan, the U.S. Defense Department is 
responsible for designing various classes of container-ships, the procure- 
ment and testing of equipment and devices necessary for refitting the ships 
for specialized military cargo, as well as the development of an estimate 
of the additi>nal expenditure associated with these items. The maritime 
administration is studying the possibility of installing specialized 
equipment on the designated class of ships. It is reported that the 
expenses involved in the realization of this program will total 15 million 
dollars. 


Additionally, the United States has developed, and treated in a directive 
of maritime transport command, a specialized container, the "MARSAT," hav- 
ing a capacity of five tons, and which may be hauled in composite form by 
all forms of transport; it may also be droppec by parachute. The container 
floats, and may be used as a barge. In the FRG, another type of container, 
having a universal character and a capacity of 140 tons of freight, was 
developed. In actuality, this is a barge which may be launched onto the 
water from a transport vessel by means of a very simple device, and towed 
to shore also without the use of any sort of specialized docking equipment. 


From what has been said, one might conclude that, at present, the develop- 
ment of the merchant fleet in the capitalist countries is not simply the 
private business of shipping magnates--its construction and renovation is 

the result of the activities of monolithic state capitalism. The aim of 
these activities is to secure that state, in which the merchant fleet could 
reliably carry out both economic, and strategic military missions in the 
interests of the ruling military-industrial circles of the capitalist states. 


COPYRIGHT: "MORSKOY FLOT", 1978 
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NEW SOVIET LANDING SHIP ‘IVAN ROGOV' DESCRIBED 

Article From ‘MARINE RUNDSCHAU' 
Munich MARINE RINDSCHAU in German No 12, Dec 78 p 792 
[Article by S. Breyer: "The New Landing Ship ‘Ivan Rogov'"] 


[Text] After o2 initial analysis had been accomplished on the basis of 
the first available photograph of the "Ivan Rogov" and, using that as a 
basis, an initial, provisional sketch had been worked out, additional 
photographic material has now become available on the basis of which 
some supplementary remarks can be made. 

First, in regard to the most important detaii: although the "Ivan Rogov" 
is classified as an "LPD" by NATO, it quite obviously is not a “purebred 
dock landing ship but a mixed type which probably combines the features 
of an "LPD" with those of an "LST." Specifically, a bow folding door 

can be perceived forward which makes access possible to the adjoining 
cargo hold. Hence one must start w‘th the assumption that two cargo 
holds are available for amphibious additional loads. Whether the twu 

are connected with each other--that is, whether they are continuous in 
both longitudinal directions in order to make Ro-Ro operation possible-- 
cannot be determined. The height of the gate at the stern, which 
stretches irom the line of flotation to the helicopter deck, indicates 
that regular landing craft of the "LCVP"' type approximately of the size 
of the T-4 class* can be carried in the dock space--at least two of them, 
if not three or four. What at first looked as if boats of the "LCP" type 
were being carried as deck cargo forward of the bridge has not been con- 
firmed. Instead, these are ordinary ship's boats and that is where they 
are kept. They cre located on the port side of a projecting section of 
the bridge which is four decks high and on which a group of guided- 
missile launchers or rocket launchers, with the blast deflectors that go 
with them, are kept. Forward of that projecting section, a deck crane 

is probably installed to hoist the rather heavy ship's boats in and out. 





*T-4 class: 35/93 tons, 19.9 x 5.6 x 1.4 meters, with two diesel engines, 
a speed of 10 knots and a crew of four. Capacity: 1 tank. 








On the whole, the "Ivan Rogov" offers something more pleasant, however, 
as far as its architecture is concerned, than appeared to be the case 

at first. In the final analysis, it should also be pointed out that the 
ship is not shaped entirely symmetrically in the area of the after hull 
Structures. That is true particularly of the lateral openings in the 
hull and on the central superstructure, as well as the starboard side 

of the previously mentioned projecting section of the bridge--it is not 
additional ship's boats which have their position there but a large 
number of inflatable life rafts arranged close to each other on four 
deck levels, one above another. It can be estimated that a total of 
more than 40 such life rafts are there--apparently enough for the entire 
crew, plus any troops aboard. 


Article From 'SOLDAT UND TECHNIK' 
Frankfurt/Main SOLDAT UND TECHNIK in German No 1, Jan 79 pp 26-30 


{Article by Siegfried Breyer: "The 'Ivan Rogov'--a New Soviet Landing 
Ship" ] 


[Text] In May 1978, a new landing ship of the Soviet Navy was sighted 
for the first time in the Baltic Sea (see Vol 9, p 461). From its size, 
it appears that the Soviets have completed, with this ship, their imita- 
tion of a development in which the Western navies--and chief among these 
the U.S. Navy, followed by Great Britain and ¥Yrance--hold the leadership. 
The Soviets have now gone a sizable step farther, creating, with this 
ship, their first large amphibious ship type, whose intended role 
obviously is worldwide operation. 


Up to the present, the Soviet Navy has not exceeded the size limitation 
which they considered appropriate for operations in epicontinental seas. 
The development of amphibious ship types began in the mid-1950's. Begin- 
ning in 1958, the ships of the MP-2 class came into service--a type 
which was approximately comparable to the British LCT(3) World War II 
mass-produced type, which were actually "boats" rather than "ships" as 
far as size and measurements were concerned, and were modest in their 
amphibious capabilities. Parallel to this was the construction of a 
type of nearly the same size, the MP-4 class, which is very similar to 
coastal freighters and possibly was brought into being by redesigning 
them. Although of the same size as the MP-z class, it was possible to 
double the deadweight here. From the availabie figures on the number of 
these ships at »oresent, it is not hard to figure out how the two classes 
have turned out: of the 16 MP-2's none are on hand any longer, and of 
the 25 MP-4's 20 still remain. 


In just a short space of time, the landing transports of the MP-6 class 
followed, which never could deny their origin as "normal" freighters. 

In regard to size, they only showed a modest increase, but it was possi- 
ble to triple their amphibious deadweight by comparison with the MP-2 
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Quite shurtly thereafter, in approximately 1995, tne contract for the 
construction of a new type, the Alligator class, followed. Its construc- 
tion probably took place exclusively in the former German city of 
Koenigsberg (called Kaliningrad by the Soviets). With these ships, the 
Soviets made a considerable advance in regard to size if one starts with 
the Polnochniy class, whose first series achieved an operational dis- 
placement of only 1,000 tons, while the Alligator class carried this up 
to almost 6,000 tons and had a considerably larger deadweight along with 
that: those ships allegedly can take 25 to 30 tanks or 1,700 tons of 
cargo aboard. With them, the Soviets converted to roll on-roll off 
operation for the first time--that is, to a continuous cargo hold which 
is accessible by or can be left by way of ramps both at the bow and the 
stern. For handling large pieces of equipmen=, and especially for cater- 
pillar vehicles and prime movers with towed loads, this is a significant 
alleviation since they are spared having to back onto or off of the ship. 
The number of ships built under this program turned out to be consid- 
erably lower: only 14 were built in a little less than 10 years. 


In the early 1970's, the blueprints for another new landing ship were 
finished, the construction of which was turned over to the northern 
shipyard in Gdansk. The Ropucha class, the first representative of 
which was observed in the summer of 1975, has been built there since 
1972. Ten ships have been put into service since then, and others are 
allegedly being constructed. In regard to size, and also with respect 
to the roll on-roll off principle, this Ropucha class corresponds to 
its predecessor class, but to all appearances it is somewhat faster, and 
it is also stronger and has more modern weapons. However, its amphibious 
deadweight is iess: only 19 tanks or 1,000 tons of cargo can be taken 
aboard, although that nevertheless is three times that of the Poinochniy 
class. 


This was the stage of development which had been reached by 19//--at that 
time, the Soviet Navy had something more than 110 landing ships.* 
Although some older types were said to have a radius of action of up to 
10,000 nautical miles, all of them are designed primarily for operation 
in the epicontinental seas. That is particularly true of the Polinochniy 
class as the standard type of the Soviet amphibious forces. Their radius 
of action amounts to only 3,300 nautical miles. In the epicontinental 
seas of Europe, and particularly the Baltic Sea, and in the Far Eastern 
regions, sufficient operating space is available for these more than 110 
ships. 


The new type which now has made its appearance seems to go beyond the 
limits of this framework and leads one to assume that it is intended ior 
operation on the oceans. The fact that the Soviets are building a new 
and considerably iarger type of special amphibious ship has been known 





*Not included in this calculation are the more than 180 landing boats of 
the T-4, MP-10, SMB-1 and VYDRA types, as weli as approximately 40 to 50 
hovercraft landing vessels. 
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larger longitudinal extension (to approximately the beginning of the 
superstructures) than the docking space, which apparently is only a 
little less than half as long. 


The unusually high middle superstructure, which takes up the entire 
width of the upper deck and has a number of side windows, enables one 

to assume that the accommodations for the contingent of troops to be 
carried aboard the ship are located in its four decks. It can be 
regarded as certain that that contingent has the strength of a full 
battalion of marines (approximately 700 men) and is equipped with all 
weapons, apparatus and vehicles (including armored vehicles). Possibly, 
ships of this class will cruise the seas in mixed formations in the 
future in order to be able to become active immediately in critical 
areas and to initiate political developments in preparation for the 
exercising of influence by the Soviet Union. The Soviets may have copied 
the tactical concept from the Americans--who are permanently represented 
in the Mediterranean Sea by special amphibious ships with contingents of 
"leathernecks" aboard which belong to the 6th Fleet. 


Delivery of the troops aboard the ships can be accomplished in various 
ways, and combinations of such ways naturally are possible: 


By means of the landing boats which can be assumed to be located in the 
docking space and the wheeled and tracked vehicles which also are prob- 
ably parked there. 


Additional forces can be brought up by means of the landing boats for 
troops which are present as deck cargo. 


Finally, there is airlifting by means of the helicopters which are 
carried aboard. 


However, the only two helicopters aboard have quite a limited trans- 
porting capacity. They would have to fly back and forth repeatedly to 
get the troops ashore. As a result of this, however, valuable time 
would elapse before the troops would be present in enough strength to 

be able to launch an attack themselves, while those being attacked 

would get sufficient opportunity to form their forces and organize the 
resistance. Therefore it is entirely conceivable that these helicopters 
will not have any transportation duties, but rather will be intended to 
Support the troops from the air as combat helicopters which primarily 
protect the troops against being surprised--by tanks, let us say. 


From her size, the "Ivan Rogov" certainly is capable of carrying a large 
supply of fuel, which will permit a correspondingly large radius of 
action. Her propulsion installation may consist of diesel engines with 
an output large enough to enable her to achieve a speed of at least 18 
knots. The exhaust shafts of the propulsion engines are installed on 
the sides out of consideration for the docking space, which presumably 
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Output 17,660 kW (24,000 hp) 





Speed 20 knots 

Docking space length 51.2 meters 

Docking space width 15.2 meters 

Capacity 1 LCU [Landing Craft, Utility] 
and 3 LCM's (6) [Landing Craft, 
Mechanized] or 4 LCM's (8) or in the dock- 
20 LVT's [Amphibious Tractor] ing space 
2 LCM's (6) or 4 LCPL's as deck cargo 
[Landing Craft, Personnel, 
Large ] 

Troop contingent 1,039 men 

Crew 490 men 

Helicopters 6 UH-34's or CH-46's 

Armament 4 x 2 76-mm antiaircraft weapons 


However, in spite of its novelty, the “Ivan Rogov" can only be evaluated 
as one milestone in the development of Soviet special amphibious ships. 
It is entirely possible and also very probable that other, even larger 
classes will follow in the foreseeable future, possibly in categories 
such as are available in the U.S. Navy but which the latter uses chiefly 
to fulfill American alliance obligations overseas, and consequently 
primarily following a defensive concept. On the other hand, looked at 
in such a way, the building of large Soviet landing ships can only be 
understood as resulting from a primarily offensive strategy. 


14 





[e8ed Supmo[TToJ uo Aay] 


‘uofstndoid ouyz3ua-j[esaetp saey sdyys Buzpuer try (Z 
*‘Qqueseid je Suy3astxe 
sdrys JO requna ay} ueyy TeYyIer ITFNq sdzys Jo azsqunu oy ST UeALs Aoqunu ayy (T 








— —;——-—_-— - — =~ qe ——--y > OO 
(60), eet) em | , | 
ot bud Su" S WS wh WS" 
i - aw” ra Me +@-AMIG 2 eh ; 
--°W L. TS gwwi’ g* P 
> 16).8,0 ‘ Ad hs 4} . 0a WOOP. - , 
rT) ee: PQhe42500H 2 < 819084 é 4 49° OSZ-OCre ORS: OOSE~ GBI o8oy UeN 
- o — . > - *-—- —- -—- + _—_——_- +--- -—- _ ‘ . —-~ —--- — ——— 
* eu svOs 4 OOO! Ow rr c 
ruedveds 6 | neigrwu~G2xz $6 8Q06) '0000i) esez z 9€ Set. Oe st 2.61 ey ondoy 
ae ae = = See — ae ee ae eeeenie — 
(QT peiore uaiiy 
My a pamy Ce pueyy 
nor) aBisvuo0s , BUN we) G-wWsege 
Lb 4800 24 2 NZD Spa GUY Pi 
*‘PeelelSS 96 -S2 Me griuie {G24 CZ O08: (0008) Sees 2 ze Gh Ovi iP Si $963 oei\y 
ania LE ee ee ee eee oe 4 : = . or ed 
7 ©’ 205 s,s: aus mr 
v 200 8S § (c) Om (<) 084 (0005) 629¢ 2 oz C01. Oe ei | A -Au20uUIdg 
Uelene 
Bunce? f ely Ww-OP, OO. 09 
@° S408) NE WY PHOMEL* or O91 {0005} 629€ 2 02 58 € 34 oe td - £961 Vi SrQ ny Ad V\0g 
00 JA24eC 805 § ey ueOC2*2 | wy 
' | —_~ 
(ST) moi | 
uy 0G€ \O005) 6298 é 02 ,8 G2 8. AU IOU/Og 
= — + ‘ - > ’ ; ‘ ’ , —— 
5unpey a5ysu0s 
*UUP ODE t yi 
49P0 J8TUeCYEUS *g n@lgwusesG2"2 «) OF Ost (OO@2) Gi Gt vA re 91 a) A LS ~ 896i eo av 
; mone ‘ nites —_ ; + . — | ; ¢ . - 
Sunpey aBisvos | 
} 008 0012 et 
49PO0 saZVedYedS 7| (71) mwiem : O01 022) 6191 edt ec 5 24 Pe wri 19 - 8561 96 
— - : — ' — — Se : — — —EEE - 
Bunper afisu0s 
oi G2 
18DO sa2VOCYEIS & Wigwwegeg2"2 %S O01 002+) OBB (c)2 sc ¢ % ‘9 23° Sot r a 
manne " — ‘ ‘ — = ae —_ -_ > + 2 EEEnmnnenneS ~<enmemetl 
(8T) noe) 
»*1$U08 1 OC sam 
™ ota (€T) OSd ot 
We Ou sesveEdueds p n@ig-ww G2 Z2"C ay O2: (oozi) eee ‘ L2 O4 06S »y 09 — 9561 2-6w 
om ——— a es 
(ZT) (TT) COT) (6) vs sav (2)(9) » (6) ~(%) » (€) (Z) (T) 
pandit (g) ae sae SunBvuespse- 
je, 2eCey Bunz “muos Se $Qa.) 6ueb6 a\8.9 ear 7188u'3 uetuy Bunvynezeg 
e494 0 wy DUN UWeMeg esau 2) sdavy v 19") ipo eve PsepLeis sueTneg “OLVIN 
= — — ~— > = . - . . . — 


9961 @0utTs sdyys Sufpuey] JaTAos 





) 


~~ ; 
FOUWUMNRA UE WNHe 


17. 


18. 


19, 





NATO designation 

Year built; number! 

Standard operational displacement in tons 

Overall length in meters 

Greatest width in meters 

Draft in meters 

Drive shafts2 

Output of propulsion installation in kW (hp) 

Speea in knots 

Crew 

Armament 

Amphibious capacity 

3 x 2 25-mm antiaircraft weapons 

None 

2 x 2 30-mm antiaircraft weapons 

2 x i8 launchers for 140-mm artillery missiles 

1 x 2 57-mm antiaircraft weapons 

In addition, some have 2 x 2 25-mm antiaircraft weapons and 
1 multiple launcher for artillery missiles 

2 helicopters 

1 x 2 76-mm antiaircraft weapons 

4 x 6 23-mm antiaircraft weapons 

1 x 2 launchers for SA-N-4 surface-to-air guided missiles 
4 patrolling, or scouting, tanks and 200 men 

or 200 tons of other cargo 

1 battalion of marines (700 men) with full armament and equipment, 
including vehicles 





PHOTO CAPTIONS 


p 26. Figure 1. The landing ship “Ivan Rogov." It has been 


learned from the U.S. Navy that three hovercraft landing 
vessels are included in the amphibious equipment of this 
class. They are probably carried in the docking space. 


p 28. Figure 2. Tne first Soviet development of a landing ship 


was the MP-2 class, which, in substance, may have been 
"sympathetic" with a British World War II type. Here we 
are looking into the cargo hold in front of the bridge, 
which is open at the top and above which the forecastle 
deck rises, on which two 25-mm antiaircraft twin mounts 
can be perceived. 


p 28. Figure 3. The MP-4 class apparently originated from a 


series of coastal-freighter motor ships. Their origin 
could not be mistaken even after they had been converted. 
In these ships, the cargo hold was already closed. 
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10. 


28. 


28. 


29. 


29. 


29. 


29. 


29. 


Figure 4. The MP-6 class, by its derivation, can also be 
traced back to a series that was begun for civiiian 
service. This photograph shows the "Bira” after its con- 
version to a transport. Outwardly, scarcely anything 
about the ship was changed in that process aside from the 
removal of the bow ramp and the welding shut of the double 
doors at the bow. 


Figure 5. The MP-8 class came into being as a further 
development of the MP-2 class, as is indicated by the out- 
ward similarity. Only four of the 18 ships of this series 
which were originally built are still in service today. 


Figure 6. The Polnochniy class is the standard type of the 
Soviet amphibious forces at present. The large number of 
them leads to the assumption that this is a satisfactory 
design. 


Figure 7. Each ship of the Polnochniy class is equipred 
with two multiple launchers for 140-mm artillery missiles 
which are intended to provide support for the troops as 
area-fire weapons. Here one sees such a multiple launcher-- 
consisting of 18 tubes--aboard a Polnochniy. In the back- 
ground, the forward 30-mm antiaircraft twin mount can be 
recognized. 


Figure 8. The last construction series of the Polnochniy 
class was enlarged and given a somewhat larger deadweight-- 
specifically, eight patrolling, or scouting, tanks or 500 
tons of other cargo by comparison with only six patrolling, 
or scouting, tanks or 350 tons of cargo in the former con- 
struction series. 


Figure 9. Until now, the Alligator class was the largest 
Soviet type of landing ship. A bow ramp and a stern ramp, 
and the continuous cargo hold, permit roll on-roll off 
operation. 


Figure 10. The Ropucha class came into being in Poland as 
the last type of landing ship for the Soviet Navy. So far, 
about 10 ships of this class have been delivered. It is 
entirely possible that more ships of this class are still 
under construction or are on the construction program. 
Here, too, we have roll on-roll off design. 
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Article From ‘MARINEFORUM' 
Munich MARINEFORUM in German No 12, Dec 78 and No 1/2, Jan/Feb 79 


[Article by Lt Ulrich-Joachim Schulz-Torge: “The ‘Ivan Rogov,' the Firsc 
Triphibian Landing Ship of the USSR" ] 
‘ 


[No 12, Dec 78 pp 339-342] 


[Text] After having put not only its first aircraft carrier but also new 
guided-missile frigates, hydrofoil boats and hovercraft into service dur- 
ing the last 2 years, tne Soviet Navy startled Western naval experts once 
again in May 1978 when it had a new type of landing ship carry out 
builder's trial trips in the Baltic Sea. 


What was surprising in this prototype was not only its size--three times 
larger than previously known Soviet landing ships--but also, and espe- 
cially, the fact that the Soviet Navy now has its first amphibious 
transport dock, which, in addition, has versatile armament and elec- 
tronic systems and carries a number of helicopters. On the occasion of 
this first observation in May 1978, the "Ivan Rogov"* was the ship 
involved, and it, in the meantime, has been assigned the designation of 
Rogov class and the type designator LPD (amphibious transport dock) by 
NATO. 


Previous History 


While the leading Western navies, such as the Royal Navy, the U.S. Navy 
and the French Navy, already had genuine landing ships at the end of 
World War II, the Soviets did not yet have any corresponding developments 
of their own to show at that time. In about the mid-1950's-~Admiral S. G. 
Gorshkov had just taken over the supreme command of the Soviet Navy--the 
first landing ships, some of which were converted from freighter hulls, 
such as the MP-4 and MP-6 classes, showed up. A little bit later, the 
first native LSM developments, the MP-2 and M?-8 landing ships, were 
available, but, in conformity with the concept prevailing at that time, 
they were only designed for transporting troops in waters near the 

coast. 


The stronger switching over to the construction of submarines by the 

Soviet Navy which ensued led to a dividing up of areas of concentration 
among the navies of the Warsaw Pact countries, with Poland contributing 
the series construction of the Polnochniy class. The Soviet Navy took 





*Ivan Vasilyevich Rogov was the deputy of the People's Commissar from 
June 1941 to September 1945 and, at the same time, the head of the 
Political Main Administration of the Soviet Navy. While holding that 
position, Rogov was promoted to “colonel general of the Coastal Service" 
in the fall of 1944, 
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approximately three-quarters of the total shipyard production of that 
type of landing ship, and in that connection it should be noted that 
some of those ships, in turn, were given directly to friendly or satel- 
lite navies. 


The first large landing ship type of the Soviet Navy goes back to con- 
struction programs of 1965/66, when the first LST's of the Alligator 
class began to come in from Koenigsberg (now Kaliningrad). With them, 
the radius of amphibious capabilities could be extended beyond the area 
near the coast to epicontinental seas for the first time, and--although 
still insufficientiy--to enterprises on the ocean. 





After the Nordwerft in Gdansk succeeded in satisfying the Soviet require- 
ments for an LST in the early 1970's by terminating the Polnochniy con- 
struction program and replacing it by the Ropucha class, the step in 
development from amphibious to triphibious components of the Soviet Navy 
was accomplished with the designing of the Rogov class, probably as a 
construction program on a successor to the Alligator at the Kaliningrad 
yard. The following table shows that that step was taken at the begin- 
ning of the 1960's by the navies of the United States, Great Britain and 
France. 


Amphibious and Triphibious Ships of the Navies of the United Stares, 
Great Britain and France (not including smaller ships such as LSM's, 
LCT's, LCU's, LCM's and LCUP'‘s) 














Size (in Transportation 
Type Number tons) capacity. 

Triphibious Landing 
Ships 
Helicopter Carriers/ U.S., 3 (+2) 39 , 300 2,000 men, 26 to 30 
Dock Ships helicopters, four 
LHA Tarawa Class LCU's, two LCM's 
Helicopter Carriers U.S., 7 18, 300 1,860 men, 20 to 24 
LPH Iwo J'ma helicopters 
Class 
Dock Landing Ships 
With Helicopter 
Equipment 
LPD Austin Class U.S., 12 17,150 840 to 930 men, six 


helicopters, one LCU 
and five LCM's, 3,900 
tons 
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Size (in 


Transportation 
capacity 











Type Number tons) 
LPD Raleigh Class U.S., 3 13,600 
LiD Fearless Class Great Britain, 2 12,120 
Amphibious Landing 
Ships 
Dock Landing Ships 
LSD Anchorage U.S., 5 13,600 
Class 
LSD Thomaston U.S., 8 11,250 
Class 
LSD Ouragan Class France, 2 8 ,500 
Landing Ships With 
Bow and Stern Ramps 
LST Newport Class U.S., 20 8,450 
LST Sir Lancelot Great Britain, 6 5,675 
Class 
Landing Ships With 
Bow Ramps 
LST De Soto County U.S., 3 7,100 
Class 
LST Trieux Class France, 5 4,225 


20 


1,050 men, six heli- 
copters, one LCU and 
five LCM's, 2,000 tons 


380 to 700 men, four 
or five helicopters, 
four LCM's, four 
LCVP's 


380 men, three or 
four helicopters, 
three LCU'= and one 
LCM or 21 LCM's 


340 men, three LCU's 
and six LCM‘'s or 21 
LCM's 


350 to 470 men, four 
helicopters, two 
LCU's or 18 LCM's, 
1,500 tons 


43 men, 500 tons 


340 men, one helicop- 
ter, four LCVP's 


635 men, four LCVP's, 
one LCU, 500 tons 


400 to 700 men, two 
helicopters, four 
LCVP's, 1,800 tons 




















Triphibious capability means that landing or discharging troops and 
equipment can be accomplished either by means of helicopters or by 

means of landing boats. However, with the Iwo Jima class the discharg- 
ing of troops and equipment is only accomplisned by means of helicopters. 


There are no comparable counterparts to the Tarawa and Iwo Jima ciasses 
in the Soviet Navy yet; the Rogov ciass is a dock landing ship with 
helicopter equipment, but it is definitely of a different design than 
the Austin, Raleigh and Fearless classes. All other Soviet ianding 
ships, such as the Polnochniy class or the older ships of the MP-2 
through MP-8 classes, belong to the smaller category of LSM's, which 
are scarcely suitable for service over long distances on the ocean. 


The Soviet Ropucha and Alligator classes are LST's with bow and stern 
ramps. There are 14 other ships of the LST type with bow ramps in the 
NATO navies. 


Ship Characteristics 


Taking apparent proportions and fatness ratio as a basis, “Ivan Rogov's" 
operational displacement is approximately 13,100 tons, which would cor- 
respond to a normal displacement of about 11,000 tons. The "overall" 
length was measvred at 159 meters and the beam at 24.5 meters. Giving 
the draft presents a problem since it is difficult to determine the 
draft of landing ships in any case. The average draft of the "Ivan 
Rogov" amounts to approximatelv 6.5 meters when navigating in a loaded 
condition. It increases to approximately 8.5 meters aft when the dock 
space is flooded. The shape and location of the two smokestacks and 
ventilators suggest diesel propulsion; apparently there are four diesel 
engines. The speed may not exceed 21 knots; 18 to 20 knots can be 
assumed, which can be achieved with 14.7 to lo.i MW (20,000 to 22,000 hp). 
The crew may be nearly 400 men. 


In side view, the distinctive lines of the after half of the hull and 
its superstructure decks are striking. They can only be explained in 
connection with the design of the stern. After a little more than 120 
meters, or about two-thirds of the ship's length, the main deck, aft, 
bends upward in the manner of a deck sheer, increasing from a freeboard 
depth of approximately 5.8 meters to the transom to approximately 8.5 
meters. The lowest superstructure deck, with its upper edge, which is 
recognizable by an open side alley which is carried aft, with interrup- 
tions, forms an "inclined plane" with less of a tilt than the deck 
sheer in the main deck, aft. This "inclined plane" begins at approxi- 
mately 85 meters of the ship's length, at the foot of the big super- 
Structure unit, at a height of approximately 9 meters above the line of 
flotation, and behind the superstructure unit it turns into the after 
helicopter platform, which, with the same inclination of the deck, 
finally reaches a height of 11.2 meters above the line of flotation at 
the transom. 








The tilted condition of the first, and consequently also of the second, 
superstructure deck becomes especially distinct as a result of the fact 
that a bend running horizontally in the ship's side at a height of 11.2 
meters--where the vertical ship's side turns into an upper, slight 
tapering of the superstructure unit--breaks through the windows of the 
second superstructure deck in the forward half of the superstructure, 
while they lie above it in the after half of che superstructure. Moving 
upward from the third superstructure deck, the decks run horizontally 
again, or parallel to the normal line of fiotation. The deck heights 
differ between 2.8 and 3.7 meters within the superstructure unit as a 
result of this "inclined plane" which has been inserted. 


An inner symmetry lies at the bottom of this deck line, which at first 
glance produces a disturbingly unsettling effect, and it results from 
the dock space operation. The middle line of the side wall of the 
superstructure unit--that is, at half the length of the superstructure 
carried to the ship's side--also runs at half the length of the forward 
side-alley opening, which shows a tapering increase as one follows it 
aft. The bend of the after main-deck sheer, which lies just behind this 
long side-alley opening, again, is located almost exactly at half the 
length of the "inclined plane" to the transom which has been described. 


Since this shaping is not caused by any installations located above it, 
the organization of the inner spaces of the after half of the ship's 
hull must be the determining factor here. The transom has a large 
stern flap which is 14.5 meters wide and 10.5 meters high and whose 
hinge lies 40 or 50 cm below the normal line of flotation. The opening 
cleared by the stern flap has an effective width of 14 meters and a 
height of 10 meters. This wide stern flap, which exceeds the usual 
dimensions of a stern ramp for tanks, trucks, etc., makes it certain 
that there is a dock space for landing craft. 


The white, ornamental line which is perceptible above the dark underwater 
paint marks the upper edge of the boot-top line--that is, the normal line 
of flotation or waterline when underway and loaded up to operational 
displacement. Now, if the landing craft which are being carried in the 
dock space are to float off, the dock space, which has a maximum length 
of 70 meters in the Rogov class, will be flooded to such an extent that 
the after body will sink by approximately 2 meters to an immersion and 
the landing craft will have enough water under their keels for being put 
out and also for being taken aboard. In this special trim condition, 
then, the cover of the dock space runs horizontally, whereas under normal 
conditions of trim it formed the "inclined plane." At the same time, 

the immersion of the fore body is reduced, favoring the ability to run 
ashore on the beach. Raising the main deck line at the side of the 

after part of the dock space is caused by the stern flap's operating 
machinery and by the freeboard necessary for flooding. 
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The big superstructure unit--where it occupies the full width of the 
ship--is approximately 46.5 meters long and 13 meters high, and it con- 
tains four decks, partially interrupted by the hangar. On the starboard 
side, a narrow, box-shaped structure approximately 10 meters high and 

6 meters wide, and having a length of 15 meters, projects from this 
Superstructure unit. This structure carries a rocket launcher. A beam 
supply upright stands even farther forward. Opposite, on the port sice, 
there are a platform for stowing two motor launches and a rotary crane, 
as well as a station for receiving supplies. Furthermore, a cutter can 
be seen hanging in patent davits in that area. In between and amidships, 
an inclined ramp forms the connection between the forward helicopter 
platform 24 by 26 meters in size which is located forward on the main 
deck and the hangar which is located in the big superstructure unit, 
whose existence is indicated by the presence of a large foiding door 
approximately 7.5 meters wide and approximately 7 meters high. 


It is interesting that the landing mark forward is not located in the 
middle of the available platform which is 26 meters long, but somewhat 
farther forward. This probably happened because, as a result of the 
ship's forward motion and head wind, the helicopter is moved slightly 
abaft when landing or lifting off, in which case there would be a danger 
of striking the middle superstructures with the rotors. From the side 
view, there are also suggestions regarding helicopter operations pro- 
vided by the railing, which is hinged in that section, and the typical 
control stand on the rear side of the forecasctle deck. 


On the after edge of the large superstructure deck, there is a small 
additional building on the port side with the control stand for the 
after helicopter platform. 
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[Text] In addition, a double folding door, displaced to the starboard 
side, reveals a hangar opening approximately 11 meters wide and 7 meters 
high. The after helicopter platform, which is approximateiy 25 meters 
long and 23 meters wide and which is carried over the side alleys to 

the ship's side, also has a hinged railing. 


Three more superstructure and bridge decks, differently arranged, and 
the two smokestacks, placed side-by-side in a staggered arrangement, 
which only extend slightly above the superstructure and which were 
installed unsymmetrically in that the starboard smokestack is a few 
meters farther forward than the port smokestack, are located on the 
prominent superstructure mass, which constitutes an important recogni- 
tion feature, above the four superstructure decks extending to the 
ship's side on both sides. 


A slender pyramid mast, whose foot is at a height of about 25 meters, 
rises about 38 meters above the forward half of the superstructure mass. 








On both sides of the root of the mast, box-shaped foundations for tube- 
shaped weapons which have a width of nearly 8 meters and a height of 
almost 3 meters are carried out almost to the ship's side. A hanger- 
shaped structural addition two decks high is installed which extends aft 
between the smokestacks, starting from the foot of the mast, and which 
has a tripod lattice mast on its after edge. 


The life-saving gear of the Rogov class consists of two large ship's 
boats and a cutter. Furthermore, they are equipped with a total of 
about 75 inflatable life rafts, most of which are located on the star- 
board side of the forward missile-launching superstructure. 





Armament 


The armament of the ‘Ivan Rogov,"' whose weapons systems chiefly serve 
the purpose of self-protection--but also serve the purpose of providing 
supporting fire in amphibious operations--is interesting, although not 
original, and logical as representative of a trend. 


A 76-mm twin mount which has been observed in the Soviet naval operations 
fleet since 1962 was placed on the fore ship. With a rate of fire of 60 

rounds per minute and a muzzle velocity of 900 meters per second, aerial 

targets up to 14,000 meters away and floating targets up to 15,000 meters 
away can be attacked. 


The deckhouse on the starboard side, forward of the bridge, holds a 
rocket launcher such as have also been observed on the landing ships 
of the Alligator class. It is assumed that this is a twin launcher 
which has two rows of 20 tubes each--apparently a navalized version 

of the BM-21, the most wideiy distributed multiple missile launcher of 
the Soviet armed forces. Accurate area fire up to 20,500 meters in 
preparation for landings can be laid down with it in amphibious opera- 
tions. 


For fighting low-flying aircraft and guided missiles in the close-in 
range, the "Ivan Rogov" is equipped with two fully autonomous weapons 
systems. On both sides, left and right of the mainmast, there are two 
23-mm rapid-firing guns such as were first observed on the guided-missile 
cruisers of the Kresta-II class in the early 1970's. These are six-tube 
Gatling turret mounts with which 6,000 rounds per minute can be fired. 

If one takes a rate of fire of only 3,600 rounds per minute with then, 
one arrives, by calculation, at 60 rounds per second, with which one 
certainly can lay down an iron curtain around the ship and thus intercept 
any enemy guided missile or any low-flying aircraft in the close-in 
range--at least if the target is picked up in time. 


Furthermore, the "Ivan Rogov' has an SA-N-4 guided-missile twin launcher; 
its location is on the after body, on the rear side of the superstructure, 
above the helicopter control stand. With this guided-missile twin 
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launcher, which is accommodated in a silo, aporoximately 2U surface-to- 
air guided missiles of the SA-N-4 type can be fired, and they aiso 
allegedly have a certain floating-target capability in a secondary role. 


The helicopters are aiso to be counted as armament. It is striking that 
the Soviets have completely done without any ASW armament in a ship of 
this size. Probably that mission will be taken over by ships which 
accompany the "Ivan Rogov" in case of war. 


Electronics 


No new types of apparatus are included among the electronic equipment 
of the "Ivan Rogov."" Monitoring of air space and sea space is 
accomplished by a Head Net C, which has been familiar for 10 years. 

It is at the top of the mainmast. For the navigation section, two 

Don Kay radars are available which also were installed on the mainmast, 
while the IFF equipment consists of a High Pole responding antenna. 
Control of the firing of the 76-mm twin mount is handled by an Owl 
Screech radar. It is installed on the roof of the bridge, forward of 
the mainmast, while the 23-mm rapid-fire guns receive their firing data 
from two Bass Tilt devices, eacn of which is located above one of them. 


The sensors which were described eisewhere as similar to the Palm Front 
are not used for navigation but have ECM tasks to perform and can be 
made out both on the mainmast of the Kiev and also underneath the wings 
of the bridge on the guided-missile destroyers of the Krivak-I and 
Krivak-II classes. 


A box-shaped device which is located between the Owl Screech and the 

ship's navigation station is unidentified at oresent. Since it is in 
a position with respect to the missile launcher which is well suited 

for fire control, the possibility cannot be excluded that it performs 
that function. 


Transportation Capacity 


Within the framework of the deadweight carrying capacity of the ship's 
hull, the loading surface of the cargo hold forward, of the docking 
space aft and of the hangar above in the superstructure mass determine 
the transportation capacity. 


Although we do not wish to suggest that the Rogov class can actually 
make full use of the transportation capacity mentioned in the following, 
it seems expedient to discuss what is possible from a purely technical 
point of view within the framework of the given outward profiling. 


Ventilation cpenings in the sides underneath the forward helicopter 
platform lead one to conclude that a cargo hold with a large capacity 
is located below whose useful length may amount to a maximum of 70 meters 





and whose width may amount to approximately 13 meters. The loading sur- 
face of about 1,250 square meters resulting from this is sufficient to 
accommodate the equipment of a battalion of marines—that is, for about 
40 tanks the size of T-54's, plus approximately the same number of 
BTR-60's and approximately 50 trucks. In a loaded condition, the cargo 
hold floor will probably lie only a little above the line of flotation. 
That permits one to conclude that another cargo deck for heavy goods to 
be transported is located beneath it. The dimensions of the bow ramp 
may correspond at least to those of the Alligator and Ropucha classes. 


The useful length of the docking space may amount to a maximum of 70 
meters. Its width can be approximately 16 meters, and a loading surface 
of 1,120 square meters results from this. The docking space will be 
immediately adjacent to the cargo hold--probably only separated by a 
double transverse bulkhead a few meters wide; however, in the forward 
part the bottom of the docking space is probadly up to 2 meters deeper. 
The possibility of a ramp connecting the cargo hold and the docking 
Space cannot be excluded, and the possibility also exists that the 
inclined ramp between the forward platform and the forward hangar in the 
superstructure mass is constructed as a hinged ramp, so that it can be 
let down by hinges to the cargo hold or the docking space in order to 
make a type of ''Ro-Ro'' operation possible. 


Whether there is a connection between the hangar that is indicated by 
the forward door in the superstructure mass and the apparently larger 
hangar in the after part of the superstructure mass is not apparent 

from the outward configuration. The after hangar, which is displaced 
more to starboard because of the guided-missile installation on the 

port side, is probably the reason for the lacx cf symmetry of the smoke- 
stacks, since the starboard smokestack is located a few meters farther 
forward. If a connection through exists between the forward and after 
hangars--an indication that it does exist is merely the extent of the 
Superstructures lying above it--and an operational connection of the two 
platforms take place as a result, that might mean that landing operations 
are carried out aft and take-off operations forward each time, and con- 
sequently a considerably more smoothly flowing landing of troops and 
material can be achieved. An indication of the possibility that the 
inclined ramp forward of the forward hangar is hinged can be seen in the 
fact that a higher placement of the forward platform would be desirable 
from the helicopter plant on, since raising it on supports to the level 
of the superstructure deck presents no problems structurally or with 
respect to weight. Thus there must have been reasons for placing the 
landing deck directly on the main deck. A continuous hangar with a 
widening to starboard in the after portion could have a maximum amount 
of surface of up to 450 square meters, and thus would make it possible 
to accommodate from four to six helicopters of the Hormone size. 
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Operational Possibilities 

This amphibious transport dock with hovercraft and helicopter capacity, 

which was remarkably expensive to build, makes it ciearer than ever how 

far the modern landing ships deviate, in design as weli as in the extent 
of their potential for tactical employment, from those of World War Il. 


In the war and in the first decade after the war, “assault" ianding ships 
were built--that is, ships which only served a few days as troop trans- 
ports for assaulting specified landing areas at predetermined times in 
the “island-hopping" process. Then an entirely new triphibian philosophy 
came into being in which the landing could take place, alternatively, 

not only on the beach but also from the air and in rear areas. Further- 
more, the ships were then built in such a way that they were not only 
suitable for assault landings scheduled on short notice but also couid 
endure quasi "stand by/stand off,'' week-long, readiness missions without 
injury to the combat effectiveness of the troops in the ships. The most 
significant advantage of this step forward was that an assault landing 
which had already gotten underway could scarcely be “whistled dead,” but 
an air landing with helicopters remained flexible up to the last moment. 
Furthermore, it could aiso function in reverse--that is, such landing 
ships were also suitable for evacuations. 


When one wants to discuss operational possibilities, one should start, 
ideally, at the point where the Rogov class came into being on the draw- 
ing board. Wars and crises radiating worldwide, as in Korea and Vietnam, 
on the Suez Canal, in Israel and Lebanon and on back to the adventure in 
Cuba have gradually led to more and more complex requirements by th 
leadership of the Soviet Navy in regard to amphibious capabilities. At 
the time when the construction of the Rogov class began, the demand for 
an instrument with which worldwide intervention seemed possibile must have 
come into being. 


Thus, one not only needed platforms in order to be able to Cransport an 
infantry battalion between its base and the intended landing area, as 
before, Sut one also needed--if only as a counterpart to the triphibian 
U.S. combat teams--platforms with much greater staying power, built ior 
long-term operations, and, particularly with regard te seaworthiness, 

for enterprises on the ocean, since even Polnochniy-class ships are 
scarcely fully ready operationally in the Mediterranean without bases 
there because the troops in the ships lose too much combat effectiveness, 
and even Alligator landing ships are too "short-of-breath'" in the North 
Sea or the Pacific. 


If such a ship were stationed in the eastern Mediterranean, the Indian 
Ocean, the China Sea or the North Sea, it would shift the balance of 
power without having to perform any activities. However, it wouid have 
to stay there for many weeks and also--like the Sir Lancelot class-- 
would have to be able to serve logistical purposes. If the “Ivan Rogov" 





is actually so designed, it is then, in contrast with the non-plus-ultra 
landing ships of the Tarawa and Iwo Jima classes, the typical Soviet 
"pocket edition"--a small Tarawa, just as the "Kiev" is a small aircraft 
carrier. In the Nanuchka, Krivak, Kiev and Rogov classes, the attempt 
can be perceived again and again, in the Soviet designs, to remain at 

the lower limit in regard to platform size in each case. The Kynda's, 

as the smallest guided-missile cruisers, and the Petya'’s, as the smallest 
frigates, already demonstrated this trend. 


Once again the Soviets have taken the first step toward catching up in 
an area where they had fallen years behind. That is still a legitimate 
Sstatcment from the equa!—to-equal viewpoint of SALT II. The expansion 
of the triphibian components, which has come into being as a result of 
the “Ivan Rogov's" readiness for service and its successors which can be 
expected to be built, makes it necessary for NATO to analyze this new 
aspect of the threat carefully and to proceed accordingly with regard to 
its northern and southern flanks. 


Triphibians of the Rogov Class 


Now, what would a triphibian operation with a landing ship of the Rogov 
class look like? First, let us briefly retrace the successive steps in 
the technical refinement of the landing ships, since each of those steps 
had significant tactical consequences. 


Landing ships with bow ramps came into being first, and then landing 
ships with bow and stern ramps, plus pontoons for bridging over slopes 
along the banks with unfavorable gradients and LCU and LCM shuttle 
traffic between the big landing ship in the roads and the beach were 
built. The docking-space ships were placed on the same footing as this 
LCT-LSM-LST sequence of development, first as pure transporters of land- 
ing boats, and then later with reduction of the docking space to approxi- 
mately half in order to gain expanded equipment with facilities for 
accommodating troops and the later inclusion of helicopter platforms. 


When transport and combat helicopters in navalized form had reached 
maturity, the helicopter carrier took over the role of backbone of a 
task force which now was triphibian. 


Finally, the helicopter carrier and the amphibious transport dock merged 
into the combined, multipurpose landing ship with helicopter and dock 
transport capacity. An example is the LHA of the Tarawa class of the 
U.S. Navy. The Rogov class, indeed, is far from having the broad spec- 
trum of potential uses of the Tarawa class, but the first Soviet step 
into this untouched ground was taken with docking space and a twofold 
helicopter installation. 


Under the air umbrella of a task force intended to remain in place for a 
long time, which is carried by the Kiev and can operate on the ocean, 
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supported by supply ships representing a turtner development of the 
Chilikin class, the “Ivan Rogov," which is apparently provided with 
considerable facilities for the comfortable accommodation of troops, 

can move up and down in the farther-out coastal waters of an area under 
tension or in a state of crisis in the framework of long-term operations. 
Then, at the given time, the surprise attack can be initiated from a 
position in the roads between 3 and 10 nautical miles from the coast-- 
that is, without a preliminary-warning time for the enemy. In carrying 
this out, the attacker has the choice--depending upon whether a commando 
undertaking, a raiding party or 2a massed troop movement is being 
executed--of landing with LCU/LCM's or the LACV's which are more than 
five times as fast, or of landing--possibiy in the interior, too-~-by 
means of helicopters. There is also the possibility of launching 
amphibious tanks and, of course, a combination of all the possibilities 
which have been mentioned. 


We do not yet know what types of landing boats, hovercraft and helicopters 
are carried on the "Ivan Rogov," but it can be assumed, from the dimen- 
sions of the docking space, that variants of the Vycra and T-4 class are 
carried. The GUS or Lebec classes definitely come into question as 
hovercraft. Up to now, the only helicopter with folding rotor blades 
which has been observed is the multipurpose KA-25 4ormone type, but that 
does not exclude the possibility that a modified version of the HIP 
transport helicopter is being used. 


If necessary, an area-fire attack by the navalized BM-21 missiie launchers 
installed on the “Ivan Rogov" to knock out defensive positions along the 
coast, which is possible at distances of up to 20 kilometers, will 
initiate the landing operation. In that connection, the 76-mm twin mount 
can be used against strong points at shorter ranges of up to 12 kilometers 
and defend against counterattacks by light naval forces. In addition to 
the 76-mm twin mount, the SA-N-4 weapons system and four 23-mm Gatling 
guns for use against low-flying aircraft and missiles are available for 
combating aerial targets in the close-in range. 


The Rogov class' special flexibility consists of the fact that it does 
not have to expose itself to danger through artillery fire by approaching 
the coast too closely but can include a very wide strip of beach in the 
landing operation because its hovercraft--evading position-finding to a 
great extent--can deploy alternatively over land or over water very 
quickly, depending upon the nature of the coast, on both sides of the 
point of the landing. 


Summary 


By putting the “lvan Rogov"’ into service, the leadership of the Soviet 
Navy is assimilating a landing ship into its arsenal of weapons which, 
in its size bracket, definitely is no longer limited to employment in 
home waters or limited areas of the seas. But they still have some 
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distance to go before they achieve an amphibian-triphibian capacity 
comparable to that of the U.S. Navy; even the British and French 
capacities in this area are still larger than the Soviet capacity. The 
question arises as to when the USSR will be able to supply its fleets 
with a sufficiently large number of these special ships. After all, 
the West has more than 30 ships of this type, without mentioning the 
LPH's and the LHA's. 


If the "Ivan Rogov" were actually to have this sophisticated design, it 
could be stated that amphibian-triphibian missions could also be handled 
in an entirely different way in the view of Soviet naval designers. 


In order to make a comparison of the characteristics of modern Eastern 
and Western landing ships possible, a comparative table with the data 
required for such a comparison is introduced here, in conclusion 
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The “Ivan Rogov” Compared With Western Landing Ships 


























USSR USA 
Class Rogov Ropucha Alligator Austin Raleigh Anchorage 
Type LPD LST LST LPD LPD LSD 
Construction period 1976-.... 1973-. 1965-1976 1963-1970 1960-1963 1967-1972 
Number in 1978 l 12 14 12 2 5 
Type displacement 11,000 3,450 4,100 11,050 8,040 8,600 
Operational displacement 13,100 3, 800 4,500 17,150 13,000 13,6590 
Overall length 159 113 114 176.4 158.4 168.6 
Overall width 24.5 15 15.5 32.4 31.7 25.6 
Draft 6.5 4.4 4.5 7 6.7 6 
Propulsion 4 diesel 4 diesel 2 diesel 2 DTu 2 DTu 2 DTu 
Out put 20,000 10 ,000 9,000 24,000 24,000 24,000 
Speed 20 18 18 21 21.5 21 
Fuel supply 2,000 
Radius of action 
(nautical miles/knots) 7,500/16 6 ,000/16 
Crew 400 80 100 473 490 397 
Armament 1x2 SA-N-4 
1 missile 1 missile 
launcher launcher 
lx2 76-mm 2x2 57-mm~—=o 1x2 57-mm 4x2 76-mm 4x2 7/6-mm 4x2 76-am 
4x1 23-mm 2x2 25-mm 2 20-mm 
USA (continued) France Great Britain 
De Soto 
Class Newport Thomaston County Ouragon Argens Fearless Lancelot 
Type LST LSD LST LPD LST LPD LST 
Cons. per. 1966-1972 1953-1957 1956-1957 1962-1967 1958-1961 1962-1967 1965-1967 
Number in 1978 20 8 (3 Reserve) 2 5 1+] (Res.) 6 
Type displace. 4,165 6, 880 4,164 5,800 1,400 11,060 3,270 
Oper. displace. 8,450 11,270 7,100 8,500 4,225 12,120 5,675 
Overall length 159.2 155.5 138.7 149 102.1 158.5 135.1 
Overall width 21.2 25.6 18.9 23 15.5 24.4 19.6 
Draft 4.6 5.8 5.3 5.4 3.2 6.2 4.3 
Propulsion 6 diesel 2 DTu 6 diesel 2 diesel 2 diesel 2 DTu 2 diesel 
Out put 16 ,500 24,000 13,700 8,640 2,000 22,000 9,500 
Speed 20 22.5 16.5 17 ll 21 1? 
Fuel supply 8i5 ¢ 
Rad. of action 
(naut mi/knots) 9 ,000/15 18,500/10 5,000/20 8,000/15 
Crew 196 400 188 238 75 580 68 
Armament 4 SEACAT 
lL 120-mm-Mo. 
2 120-mm 
2x2 76-mm 4x2 76—mm 3x2 76-mm 6 30-mm 3 40-mm 2 40-0m 2 40-mm 
1 20-mm 
PHOTO CAPTION 
l. p2l. View of the “Ivan Rogov" from the starboard side. (Photo from the author's file.) 
CSO: 1826 
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CAPABILITIES OF SOVIET AIR DEFENSE TROOPS DISCUSSED 
Frankurt/Main SOLDAT UND TECHNIK in German No 6, Jun 79 pp 308-309 
[Article by Lt Col Guenter Lippert: "The Soviet Army Air Defense Troops") 


[Text] "The air defense troops of the ground forces are 
intended for the protection of the units, divisions and 
corps of the ground forces and their rear services against 
the actions of the air enemy. They encompass the anti- 
aircraft missile, antiaircraft artillery and radar regi- 
ments. In close cooperation with fighter aviation, they 
protect motorized infantry, tank and artillery regiments 
continually and reliably against enemy air attacks and 
make a contribution to their being able to enter combat 

and fulfill their mission in a timely and orderly fashion." 


Explanatory Dictionary of Military Terms of the USSR 
Ministry of Defense 


The operative concept of the Soviet military command is based on the fact 
that a future war will be decided by extensive and quickly executed attack 
operations of ground forces which are massively supported by air power, For 
this, the following is required of the combat troops: surprise engagement 
from reserve areas far in the rear, going over to the attack when underway, 
a rapid concentration to force a breakthrough, a fast p ced attack, rapidly 
bring up forces to expand successes and daring drives deep into enemy terri- 
tory. 


Their own experiences and the disaster of the German army on the invasion 
front in World War II have taught the Soviets that the realization of this 
concept requires not only mechanized combat troops with tank strength armor, 
but also high performance, highly mobile air defense troops, which accompany 
the combat divisions on the battlefield and can protect both their command 
and supply installations in the rear against attacks of the air forces of 
the defenders, 


For this reason, soon after the war the Soviets began the buildup and 
expansion of the "air defense troops of the ground forces" (Nat‘onal 
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People's Army terminology) as the successor to the field antiaircraft 
artillery which up until then belonged to the artillery troops. These 

air defense troops form the connecting link between the stationary “home 
air defense" (PVO Strany) and the air defense of all troops to be organized 
by all commands, 


Available Stan weapons, especially assault and machine guns, are used for 
antiaircraft defense of ali troops. Additionally, every platoon of motor- 
ized infantry and tank reconnaissance companies is equipped with a SA-7/GRAIL 
recoilless antiaircraft weapon and at least one tank per platoon is outiritted 
with a 12.7 mm antiaircraft machine gun. This way, especially the motorized 
infantry and scouts possess their own effective armaments for combatting low 
flying fighter bombers and combat helicopters up to a range of about 3,000 m, 


Independent units and divisions of the air defense troops are fitted in as 
follows from the regiment level upward: 


—-One battery at the regiment level; 
—One regiment at the division level; 
—One brigade at the army level; 


--And one or two brigades at the front level, 


The equipment of these air defense regiments has undergone frequent change 
in recent years, due to the ongoing development of modern weapons systems, 
For this reason, even in the "group of forces" in the Central European 
foreground of the Soviet Union, they still exihibit numerous differences, 


The air defense batteries of the Soviet motorized infantry and tank regiments 
are, in the standard equipped variant, mixed units, and consist of one platoon 
of antiaircraft missile tanks with four SA-9/GASKIN each and one platoon of 
antiaircraft tanks with four ZSU-23-4's each, The carrier vehicles which 
are used are modified BRDM-2 or PT-76 chassis, and impart a high degree of 
mobility to the weapons systems even going cross-country and make them 
capable of following closely behind the combat troops. With an effective 
range of the four 23 mm cannons of the ZSU-23-4's of about 25,900 m and a 
slant range of the four GASKIN-4/2 missiles of up to 7,000 m and up to 

5,000 m altitude, the fire coverage of both weapons systems complement each 
other, and for this reason, are most often employed as a team, At the same 
time the partially autonomous ZSU-23-4's equipped with the GUN DISH target 
tracking and radar fire control unit, supplements the SA-9 which is solely 
dependent on optical aquisition of air targets, with its target aquisition 
capabilities, even if they are limited to about 10 km, Above and beyond 
this, both weapons systems are nonetheless dependent for early warning on 

the data links with longer range target seeking radars of supior command 
levels. The 14.5 mm twin and quadruple ZPU=-2 and ZPU=-4 antiaircraft machine 
guns, as well as the towed 23 mm Z2U=-23-2 twin antiaircraft cannon previously 
used at the 
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used at the regimental level, as well as the ZSU-57-2 antiaircraft tank, 
which dates from 1957, have been largely replaced in Soviet divisions by 
the systems cited above, and are still known only in the satellite armies, 
The ZSU-23-4"'s which was freed by the supply of SA-9/GASKIN's, appear to 
be used for close support of the antiaircraft missile weapons systems at 
the army level, 


The air defense regiments of the motorized infantry and tank divisions are 
moderately equipped with the SA-6/GAINFUL antiaircraft missile weapons 
system, the introduction of which began in 1967, These antiaircraft missile 
regiments are broken down into five firing batteries with four SA-6 transport 
and launch vehicles each for every three GAINFUL ground to air missiles, one 
carrier vehicle for the STRAIGHT FLUSH radar system consisting of a target 
acquisition and a radar fire control unit, and one transport vehicle for 
three reserve ground to air missiles. Modified PT-76 chassis are used for 
all vehicles, which impart a high degree of mobility to the weapons system, 
The GAINFUL ground to air missile has an effective slant range between 4 and 
35 km and an effective altitude of about 11,000 m, It can be assumed as a 
working basis that the SA-6 batteries used as fire units follow the attacking 
troops at a distance of between 5 and 10 km and overlay the antiaircraft 
systems of the regiments in altitude and range, 


While the air defense regiments of individual divisions of the Soviet land 
forces, and majority of air defense regiments of the divisions of non-Soviet 
Warsaw Pact land forces are still equipped with the radar controlled S-60 57 
mm antiaircraft cannon dating from the year 1955, which has an effective 
range against air targets limited to about 6,000 m, the introduction of the 
third weapons system has already started in Soviet divisions. 


The still remaining S-60 antiaircraft cannon, but also even the SA-6/GAINFUL, 
are being replaced in the air defense regiments of the divisions by the 
SA-8/GECKO weapons system, which was shown for the first time in 1975, and 

in the interim has possibly already been modified. With a slant range of 
about 12,500 m and an effective altitude of about 6,500 m, the GECKO ground 

to air missile actually has a smaller effective coverage than the GAINFUL 
ground to air missile, however, the overall SA-8 system has numerous advant- 
ages over the SA-6: the SA-8 natiaircraft missile weapons system is completely 
self-contained, i,e., it has its own panoramic search radar, its own target 
tracking radar, as well as two radar fire controls, with which two missiles 
can be guided to the same air target independently of each other, An optronic 
tracking unit (TV camera) reduces its vulnerability to electronic counter 
measures (ECM), and probably eight reserve missiles carried along on-board 

in addition make it independent of resupply for some time, Above and beyond 
this, the SA-8/GECKO antiaircraft missile weapons system can be transported 
either by air or by amphibiou vehicle. Since the single vehicle with just 

its four man crew (see our picture) forms the fire unit, the new weapons 
system can be employed on the battlefield further forward and in a more 
flexible fashion. 
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The air defense brigades of the armies are nearly uniforr.iy outfitted with 
the SA-4/GANEF antiaircraft missile weapons system which was introduced in 
1964, and which has also been introduced in the Polish, Czech and GDR ground 
forces. The antiaircraft missile brigades are broken down into three bat- 
talions, each with three firing batteries, Each battery is equipped with 
three SA-4 transport and lauch vehicles, one carrier for the PAT ‘> radar 
System consisting of one target acquisition and one fire control radar, as 
well as with a transport and loading vehicle. Tracked chassis are used for 
all vehicles, which resemble those of the M-1973 152 mm armored howitzer 
and provide the weapons system with full cross-sountry capability. In ad- 
dition to the PAT HAND radar, a long range search radar of the LONG TRACK 
type is probably present at the battalion level, The GANEF ground to air 
missile, which is launched with four droppablie solid fuel rockets and has a 
ram jet cruise engine, has a slant range of about 70 km and an effective 
altitude of about 27 km. The rear army area is protected by it against 
enemy aircraft operating at high altitudes. During an attack, it is used 
about 50 km behind the combat troops and overlays the antiaircraft systems 
employed further forward, especially in terms of altitude, The ZSU-23-4 
and other barrel weapons are employed to protect the SA-4 positions against 
low flying aircraft. 


The “fronts" formed in case of war from the "groups of forces" and the 
military districts, may be placed under one or two SA-4 brigades to secure 
the rear area of the front and to form air defense strong points. Above 
and beyond this, they will probably be assigned additional anatiaircra’t 
cannon divisions, as well as antiaircraft missile divisions equipped with 
the predominantly stationarily employed SA-3/GOA and SA-2/CUIDELINE systems 
to defend sensitive communications routes and areas. With the progress of 
attack operations, they can simultaneously be attached to the indigenous 
"home air defense" of the Warsaw Pact states. 


Overall, it is to be asserted that the Soviet air defense troops are com- 
pletely in line with the operative concept of the military command in terms 
of structure and armaments. While within the framework of their defensive 
planning, the Western armies satisfy themselves with securing the mobile 
antiaircraft protection of the combat troops on the battlefield and other- 
wise rely on stationary antiaircraft missile zones, the Soviet ground forces 
have highly mobile antiaircraft missile systems to support extensive attack 
operations right up to the fronts, i.e., right up to the army group level, 
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DOSAAF: CRITICISM AND COMPLAINT FOLLOW-UP REPORTS 
Just Retribution for Permissiveness 
Moscow SOVETSKIY PATRIOT in Russian 14 Mar 79 p 3 
[Article with above title in the column: "After the Criticism" ] 


[Text] This was the title of a critical article published in 
SOVETSKIY PATRIOT on 17 January this year; the article talked 
about the industrial arts instructors’ improper reaction to 

Yu. Khubetsov's--chief of the Magnitogorsk Motor Vehicle School-- 
just insistence on high standards for his subordinates. G. 
Denisov, chairman of the Chelyabinskiy DOSAAF Oblast Committee, 
informed us that the newspaper article was acknowledged as 

being correct. The article was discussed at an expanded 

session of the oblast committee's presidium; all the directors 

of the oblast educational organizations were present at the 
session. The topic of discussion at the session was the require- 
ment to continue to introduce an insistence on high standards 

in educational organizations while combining it with pains- 
taking educational work. As far as the Magnitogorsk school 

is concerned, steps are being taken to eliminate the deficiencies 
caused by the previous administration's permissiveness. 


A Strict Warning 
Moscow SOVETSKIY PATRIOT in Russian 14 March 79 p 3 
[Article with above title in the column: "After the Criticism" ] 
[Text] I. Yegorov's article "Without a Roof" was published in 
SOVETSKIY PATRIOT on 10 January 1979; it related the fact that 
an air rifle range which was not completely built was put into 


operation in the village of Mashevka in Poltavskaya Oblast. 


V. Smirnov, chairman of the Poltavskiy DOSAAF Oblast Committee, 
informed the editors that the article was discussed at a meeting 
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of the oblast's DOSAAF Sports and Technical Club executive 
personnel. The criticism was ack.j»owledged as being correct. 
V. Chernobay, chief of the Sports and Technical Club, and 
Yu. Odnoval, shop chief, were verbaily reprimanded by the 
office of the Poltavskiy DOSAAF Oblast Committee Presidium 
and given a strict warning. 


Construction materials have now been allocated to manufacture 
a prefabricated framework for the range. It wiili finaliy be 
completely assembled by i April. 


The Wrong Replacement 
Moscow SOVETSKIY PATRIOT in Russian 25 Mar 79 p 2 
[Article with above title in the column: "After the Criticism" ] 


[Text] This was the title (SOVETSKIY PATRIOT, 7 February 1979) of the article 
which criticized K. Promogaybenko, chairman of the Pereval'’skiy 
Rayon DOSAAF Committee in Voroshilovgradskaya Oblast, for 
negligence in managing the sports and technical club For 

many years, he worked hand in hand with L. Filimoshin, chief 

of the Rayon Sports and Technical Club, directing and super- 
vising the latter's activities and he did not notice that 
Filimoshin was systematically engaged in swindling the club 

until he finally wound up in the defendant's dock. M. Kuz'menko, 
the new chief of the sports and technical club who replaced 
Filimoshin, also behaved improperly from his very first days 

on the job--he upset the educational process anda was rude to 
subordinates and trainees. 


A. Moiseyev, deputy chairman of the Voroshilovgradskiy DOSAAF 
Oblast Committee, informed us that the criticism was acknowledged 
as being correct. The issue of the sports and technical club's 
educational activities and its financial management as well as 
the issve of the serious shortcomings in the work of 

K. Promogaybenko, chairman of the Pereval'skiy Rayon DOSAAF 
Committee, and M. Kuz'menko, chief of the sports and technical 
club, were reviewed at a session of the oblast committee 
presidium. M. Kuz'menko was given a warning for upsetting the 
educational process and for his rudeness; K. Promogaybenko was 
severely censured for negligence in managing the sports and tech- 
nical club. 
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Deficiencies are Being Eliminated 
Moscow SOVETSKIY PATRIOT in Russian 25 Mar 79 p 2 
[Article with above title in the column: “After the Criticism" ] 


[Text] The lead article “Public Sports Personnel" published on 

6 December 1978 criticized the Kabardino-Balkariya Oblast DOSAAF 
Committee for the republic's poorly developed military-technical 
sports. D. Blokhin, acting chairman of the Kabardino-Balkarskaya 
ASSR Oblast DOSAAF Committee, informed us that the criticism 

was acknowledged as being correct. 





Conferences of the active members of the republic's DOSAAF and 
sports society were held to eliminate the deficiencies which 
were noted. Specific steps were outlined to improve operations. 
Motor vehicle sports and radio sports federz:tions were set up; 
presidiums were elected; committees were formed for individual 
areas in military-technical sports and boards of judges were 
established. 


In conjunction with the federations, the oblast DOSAAF committee 
developed plans and outlined specific measures for future improve- 
ment of military-technical sports in Kabardino-Balkariya. 


_. Timid Echo of Initiative 
Moscow SOVETSKLIY PATRIOT in Russian 28 Mar 79 p 2 
[Article with above title in the column: "After the Criticism" ] 


[Text] This was the title of the article published in our news- 
paper on 28 February this year. It discussed the fact that the 
Kaluzhskaya Oblast DOSAAF Organization was not devoting the 
required attention to disseminating the initiative of the 
residents of Rostov “To Work Without Stragglers." 

I. Kozlov, chairman of the oblast DOSAAF committee, informed us 
that the material was discussed at a meeting of oblast committee 
officials and chairman of the rayon (city) committees. 


The issue of working without stragglers was raised during a 
session of the oblast committee presidium. Appropriate de- 
cisions directed at eliminating the deficiencies were made. 
Specifically, plans call for conducting a four-day seminar 

for chairmen of the society's rayon committees and city com- 
mittees at the Tarusskiy Rayon DOSAAF Committee's facilities. 
A plenum devoted to strengthening the straggling organizations 
with personnel is also planned. 
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Quick Step Past the Problems 
Moscow SOVETSKIY PATRIOT in Russian 1 Apr 79 p 3 
[Article with above title in the column: “After the Criticism" ] 


[Text] This was the title of the article published in SOVETSKILY 
PATRIOT on 20 December 1978. It talked about the deficiencies 
in conducting the DOSAAF Reports Conference at the Novosibirsk 
Machine Tooi Plant imeni the 16th Party Congress. 


I. Ponomarev, the chairman of the Novosibirskiy Oblast DOSAAF 
Committee, informed us that the newspaper article was discussed 
at a session of the machine tool plant's party committee and 
also at a meeting of the Oktyabr'skiy Rayon DOSAAF Committee 
Presidium. 


V. Peremikin, chairman of the Oktyabr'skiy Rayon DOSAAF Committee, 
was censured for his deficiencies in managing the defense 
society's primary organizations. Assistance was rendered to 

the plant DOSAAF committee in organizing its work. 


The Novosibirsk City DOSAAF Committee has developed and is 
implementing a package of measures to improve the organization 
of the defense organizations in the city's enterprises. 


In the Position of an Outcast 
Moscow SOVETSKIY PATRIOT in Russian 18 Apr 79 p 4 
[Article with above title in the column: "After the Criticism" ] 


[Text] This was the headline of a critical article from 
Dimitrovgrad; the article was published in our newspaper on 1/7 
January this year. It talked about the unsatisfactory state of 
affairs in the motorboat section of the construction adminis- 
tration's sports and technical club. 


The editors received a reply from Yu. Il‘in, chairman of the 
Ul'yanovskiy Oblast DOSAAF Committee. The criticism was 
acknowledged as being correct. The problem of allocating 
additional resources to purchase sports equipment was raised 
before the construction administration's management. 


The DOSAAF Oblast Committee gave the sports and technical club 
two outboard motorboats and the construction administration 
gave them a classroom for conducting their lessons. 
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Unwarranted Optimism 
Moscow SOVETSKIY PATRIOT in Russian 11 Apr 79 p 2 


[Article with above title by G. Kuvshinov, acting dean and 
lecturer; Yu. Galochkin, party committee secretary; and 

V. Shtan'ko, chairman of the primary DOSAAF organization's commit- 
tee, in the column: “After the Criticism" ] 





[Text] S. Tiro's article "Unwarranted Optimism;' which was 
published in SOVETSKIY PATRIOT on 4 February 1979, was dis- 
cussed at a joint meeting of the party committee and the 
DOSAAF committee at the Order of the Labor Red Banner Far 
East Polytechnical Institute imeni V. V. Kuybyshev. 


The facts in the article were acknowledged as being correct. 

The institute has still not been able to provide facilities 

for classes to train technical specialists. This is explained 
by a significant delay in putting the new school wing into 
operation. It was pointed out at the meeting that the work of 
the primary DOSAAF organization and its committee has recently 
improved somewhat. A Moskvich 412 automobile has been purchased 
for student driver training. The committee has improved its 
liaison with the Komsomol organizations of the institute and 

its schools. 


Measures have been planned to improve sports work. A decision 
was approved: to allocate facilities for two school classrooms, 
to train technical specialists in 1979 and to repair the rifle 
range. 


Part of these measures have already been accomplished. The insti- 
tute has purchased on-road motorcycles. The school classrooms 
for the DOSAAF committee will be repaired in the near future. 


A number of difficulties in upgrading the training facilities 
have still not been overcome. Recognizing the extreme importance 
of mass defense work and sports, the dean's office, the party 
committee and the committee of the primary DOSAAF organization 
are exerting the efforts required to significantly improve its 
efficiency and quality. 


A Wrong Turn 
Moscow SOVETSKIY PATRIOT in Russian 15 Apr 79 p 2 


[Article with above title in the column: "After the Criticism" ] 


[Text] This was the title of the article published in issue 
No 85 of our newspaper for 1978; it criticized the deficiencies 
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in setting up and conducting the mass competitions for the 

seventh summer Spartacus Games for the people of the USSR 

in the Checheno-Ingushskaya ASSR. It was specifically pointed 

out that the plans outlined by the oblast DOSAAF committee 

were not being accomplished; as a result, they did not obtain 

the required level of development for water, radio, motor vehicle, 
small arms and other technical sports. 


S. Taysumov, deputy chairman of the oblast DOSAAF committee, 
informed us that the article was discussed at a meeting of the 
oblast DOSAAF committee presidium, at a seminar with the chairmen 
of the rayon DOSAAF committees and chiefs of the sports and 
technical clubs and also at a meeting of the oblast DOSAAF 
committee's primary party organization. The criticism contained 
in the article was acknowledged as being correct. 


The Checheno-Ingushskiy Oblast DOSAAF Committee has taken 
steps to attract large numbers of young people to military- 
technical sports, to improve the existing physical plant and 
to put this plant in order. 


Over 200 students are presently enrolled in the CYASTS [Children's 
and Young Adult's Sports and Technical School} for radio 

sports. <A CYASTS for water sports has become operationai. 

There are three departments in this school with 150 peopie enrolled. 
The activities of the republic's DOSAAF sports and technicai 

club have been reorganized. The issues of sports methods and 

of coordinating and developing military technical sports have 

been made the center of attention here. 


The federations for different types of sports are becoming more 
active. All the indoor ranges have been repaired and their 
operating schedules have been revised with due regard for the 
sportsmen's free time. 


The article "A Wrong Turn" was also discussed by the republic's 
rayon and city DOSAAF committee presidiums. 


In the Position of an Outcast 


Moscow SOVETSKIY PATRIOT in Russian 18 Apr 79 p 


[Article with above title in the column: "After the Criticism" ] 
[Text] This was the title of the critical comments published in 
Our newspaper on 1/ January this year. It talked about the 
deficiencies in the work of the water sports section © the 
construction administration's sports and technical ci - . the 


city of Dimitrovgrad. 





Yu. Il'in, chairman of the Ul'yanovskiy Oblast DOSAAF Committee, 
reported that the administration's management recently allocated 
an additional classroom for the section'’s work and the oblast 
DOSAAF committee allocated two outboard motorboats. 


They Let Things Drift 
Moscow SOVETSKIY PATRIOT in Russian 22 Apr 79 p 3 
[Article with above title in the column: "After the Criticism" ] 


[Text] This was the title of the critical article published 
in our newspaper on 10 December 1978. It talked about major 
deficiencies in conducting the reports meeting of the DOSAAF 
organization at the Sukhumi Furniture Factory. 


G. Lotariya, chairman of the city DOSAAF committee, reported 
that the newspaper article was discussed at a meeting of 

the city committee's presidium. The criticism directed 

at the city committee was acknowledged as being correct. 

A number of organizational steps have been taken; these steps 
were directed at preventing similar errors in conducting 
reports and elections meetings. 


The article was also discussed by the furniture factory's 
DOSAAF members at a general meeting. In addition to the 
poor preparation for the reports, other, no less serious 
greviances were directed at N. Sangulin, chairman of the 
primary organization. N. Sangulin was removed from his 
position as chairman of the DOSAAF committee. 


The city DOSAAF committee's presidium pointed out that the 
newspaper's criticism was very beneficial; it made it possible 
to efficiently eliminate negligence in the course of future 


reports meetings and it made it possible to draw the necessary 
conclusions for the future. 


Finals Will Make Strict Demands 
Moscow SOVETSKIY PATRIOT in Russian 22 Apr 79 p 3 


[Articie with above title in the column: "After the Criticism" ] 


[Text] This was the headline of the critical article published 
in our newspaper on 25 March this year; the article talked about 
the unsatisfactory job of developing military-technical sports 
in Grodnenskaya Oblast. 








The editors received a reply from A. Kuropov, chairman of the 
Grodnenskiy Oblast DOSAAF Committee. The deficiencies pointed 
out in the article were corroborated. The oblast committee is 
presently taking steps to eliminate then. 


A plenum of the oblast committee was held on 6 March; it reviewed 
the issue on "The Course of the Summer Spartacus Games of 

the People of the USSR and the Oblast DOSAAF Organization's 
Missions for Successfully Conducting the Start of the Competition 
Finals." 


The oblast's rayon and city DOSAAF committees are holding 
plenums with the same agenda. 


On 28 March, the oblast committee's presidium reviewed the 

issue on “The Course of All-Star Team Training for Small Arms 
Sports and for the All Around Combined Military Tournament." 

By a decision of the presidium, 5,000 rubles were allocated to 
repair the facilities of the Grodnenskiy Oblast Small Arms Sports 
Club. 


The article “The Finals Will Make Strict Demands" wilil be discussed 
by the Grodnenskaya OTS [Oblast Technical School] Sports Club's 
Council in the near future. When A. Kozhukhar' took over as 
station chief, this school's collective radio station resumed 
operations. 


Why are the Stands Empty 
Moscow SOVETSKIY PATRIOT in Russian 6 May 79 p 3 
[Article with above title in the column: “After the Criticism" ] 


[Text] This was the headline for the critical article which was 
published in our newspaper on 14 March this year; it talked 
about the deficiencies in setting up acvertising prior to the 
speedway races in Karachayevo-Cherkesskaya Autonomous Oblast. 


V. Abakumtsev, chairman of the oblast committee, informed the 
editors of the steps which were taken on the critical comments. 
The article was discussed at a meeting of the chiefs of the 
sports and technical clubs. Colored posters were ordered at the 
oblast print shop. 


The local radio relay network and the oblast radio station will 
report on future races in a timely manner. In addition, 
businesslike contacts have been established with the enterprises' 
Komsomol, party and labor union organizations and with their 
primary DOSAAF organizations on the issues of promoting military- 
technical sports, including the speedway. 
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At the Bottom of the Cycle 
Moscow SOVETSKIY PATRIOT in Russian 22 Apr 79 p 3 
[Article with above title in the column: "After the Criticism" ] 


[Text] The article published under this title on 28 March 
criticized the serious deficiencies in the work of the Ukrainian 
SSR DOSAAF Central Committee's standing committees. 


I. Durman, deputy chairman of the Ukrainian SSR DOSAAF Central 
Committee, reported that the article was discussed at meetings 
of the standing committees. The criticism was acknowledged as 
being correct. Specific steps were established to eliminate 
the deficiencies which were uncovered. Committee work plans 
for 1979 were approved. 





First Round Goes to Moscow 
Moscow SOVETSKIY PATRIOT in Russian 13 Man 79 p 2 
[Article with above title in the column: “After the Criticism" ] 


[Text] This newspaper carried the report on the traditional 
match between Moscow and Leningrad--motorcycle races on the 
ice--under this headline on 17 January. The report talked 
about the fact that the Leningrad Technical Sports Stadium 
was poorly prepared for the competition. Later, in the 

lead article "Winter Sports" published on 14 February, the 
newspaper again wrote about the stadium's unsatisfactory 
preparations. 


Il. Dubyaga, chairman of the DOSAAF committee for Leningrad and 
the oblast, sent a reply to SOVETSKIY PATRIOT's critical 
comments. The criticism was acknowledged as being correct. 

He also informed us that the director of th. technical sports 
stadium was reprimanded and the technical sports department 

of the DOSAAF committee for Leningrad and the oblast was censured 
for its intolerably poor supervision of sports facilities 
operations. Measures were planned to improve the preparations 

of the sports facilities for the competitions. 


Model Builders Request Help 
Moscow SOVETSKIY PATRIOT in Russian 13 May 79 p 2 


[Article with above title in the column: "After the Criticism" ] 
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[Text] This was the headline of an article published in our 
newspaper on 28 March; the article taiked about the deficiencies 
in promoting aircraft model building in the Checheno-Ingushskaya 
ASSR. 


V. Gromov, deputy chairman of the Checheno-Ingushskiy Oblast 
DOSAAF Committee, informed the editors that the facts contained 
in the article were corroborated. A meeting with officials 
responsible for distributing scarce parts and materials for 
model builders was held at the oblast DOSAAF committee. 
Specific steps were established to improve the supply of 
materials and equipment for aircraft model builders. 


A meeting was held for aircraft model building sportsmen; 
their needs and desires were reviewed at it. 


A facility was put at the disposal of the republic's all-star 
aircraft modeling team. 


The oblast DOSAAF committee has begun constructing a special 
area for flying models; the distribution of scarce materials 
has been put in order; and the all-star team is intensively 

training for its appearances at future competitions. 


A Shortage in the Order 
Moscow SOVETSKIY PATRIOT in Russian 23 May 79 p 2 
[Article with above title in the column: "After the Criticism"] 


[Text] This was the title of an article published in our news- 
paper on 29 April 1979. V Zhmurko, chairman of the Khabarovskiy 
Kray DOSAAF Committee, informed us that it was discussed at a 
meeting of the office of the kray committee's presidium. The 
deficiencies noted in supplying committees with literature 
published by the DOSAAF Publishing House actually exist, 


The chairman of the Khabarovskiy City DOSAAF Committee was 
censured for submitting requests to the kray committee for 
the required literature in an untimely manner and for distri- 
buting it among the rayon committees in an unequal manner. 


The office of the kray committee's presidium established measures 
to increase its supervision over timely distribution of the 
literature and over its use at the rayon committees and primary 
organizations of the defense society. 
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A Barrier of Indifference 
Moscow SOVETSKIY PATRIOT in Russian 6 Jun p 2 
[Article with above title in the column: "After the Criticism" ] 


[Text] This was the headline of an article published 

in our newspaper on 28 March; the article criticized the 
work of the Children's and Young Adult's Sports and Technical 
School in Rustavi. 


The Georgian SSR DOSAAF Central Committee informed us that the 
criticism contained in the article was acknowledged as being 
correct. 





Supervision of the educational process at the school has now 
been taken over by the military-technical sports department 

at the republic's DOSAAF Central Committee. The young sportsmen 
have been given 3 school classrooms, 20 motorcycles and 

12 go-carts. 


The issue of the school's work will be reviewed at a meeting 
of the Georgian SSR DOSAAF Central Committee Presidium. 


Training Sessions Idling 
Moscow SOVETSKIY PATRIOT in Russian 6 Jun 79 p 2 
[Article with above title in the column: “After the Criticism" ] 


[Text] Yu. Bakin, chairman of the Amurskiy Oblast DOSAAF 
Committee, sent a reply to the editors on the critical article 
published under this title on 14 February 1979. The article 
on the slow rate of rifle-range construction in the oblast 

was reviewed at a meeting of the oblast DOSAAF committee 
presidium. The criticism was acknowledged as being correct. 
The presidium approved the plan for constructing small arms 
ranges for 1979-1980 and for the llth Five-Year Plan. This 
year, 50-meter small arms ranges will be put into operation 

in Raychikhinsk, Belogorsk and Ivanovka and the rehabilitation 
of the range in Blagoveshchensk will be completed. Next year, 
construction of a 50-meter small arms range will begin in 
Blagoveshchensk. During the subsequent five-year plan, plans 
call for building the same type of ranges in Tynda, Shimanovsk, 
Svobodnyy and Tambovka. 
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Sporting Fame Warned 
Moscow SOVETSKIY PATRIOT in Russian 10 Jun 79 p 4 
[Article with above title in the column: "After the Criticism" |] 


[Text] The article published in our newspaper under this headline 
on 18 March talked about the deficiencies in deve! ning radio 
sports in Latvia. 


In his reply, V. Valevich deputy chairman of the Latvian SSR 
DOSAAF Central Committee, informed the editors that the articl 
was discussed by members of the oifice of the Latvian DOSAA!I 
Central Committee Presidium in conjunction with ofiiciais from 
the military-technical sports department, the republic's federa- 
tions for radio sports and the collective from the republic's 
Radio Sports and Technicai Ciub which was set up in February. 
Amateur radio operators also participated in the discussion 


fp 


The criticism contained in the articie was acknowledged as being 
correct. Specific steps have been taken to develop radio sports 


in the republic, to set up radio sections in the DOSAAF primary 





organizations and in the sports and technical clubs and tc 
attract a broad group of amateur radio operators to participate 
in the competitions. Results are already beginning to be ielt 


this year, twice as many (in comparison with last year) all- 
Star teams from the rayon and city DOSAAF committees t 
in the republic's championship for sending and receiving radio-~- 
grams. 


The management of the new Radio Sports and Technic: 


now devoting speciai attention to the issues of improving 
skills of ham operators and to manning and training the ‘public's 
all-star radio teams From now on, the training sessions will 
be conducted under the direct supervision of the Latvian DOSAA! 
’ ” ‘ ' «= ss a y ' . . 
Central Committee's Militarv-71 hnical Sports D . 

.* Lilie LOT 5 x7 ] j 
Moscow SOVETSKIY PATRIO‘’ sian 10 Jun /9 p 4 
{Article with above titie au »> column: "After the Criticism" ] 
[Text] The articie pubiished in our newspaper with ti hy liine 
on 22 April taiked about the act that the Lipetskiy Ob! 


DOSAAF Committee was not devoting sufficient attention to 
training sportsmen with high ratings. 











V. Malikov, chairman of the Lipetskiy Otlast DOSAAF Committee, 
informed us that the criticism was acknowledged as being 
correct. A plan of basic measures to eliminate the deficiencies 
in developing military-technical sports was approved by a 

decree of the Oblast DOSAAF committee presidium. 


V. Khartsov, chairman of the Gryazinskiy Rayon DOSAAF Committee, 
was reprimanded for negligence in his job. 


In conjunction with the oblast physical education and sports 
committee, the oblast DOSAAF committee revised the composition 
of the oblast small arms sports federation in order to improve 
the management of small arms sports in the oblast. 


9001 
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